In reply:
We thank Croll et al. for their thoughtful comments regarding our study. Our poisoning protocol was based upon a previously published protocol demonstrated to induce delayed neurologic sequelae in mice [1] . This has been validated in additional studies [2] [3] [4] , so we believe that our model was appropriate.
Croll et al. state that Bno significant difference was found in the outcome measures between the group of mice that were CO poisoned and received no treatment and the control group of mice that were not poisoned at all.^With respect to stepdown latency (SDL), the difference between control and COpoisoned animals was not significant (p = 0.182). With respect to step-up latency (SUL), there was a statistically significant difference between control and CO-poisoned animals (p = 0.029), a difference that was not found once a Bonferroni correction was applied to account for multiple comparisons. As we described in our limitations, it could be that this correction was too conservative when comparing groups.
Unfortunately, the wide performance variability between our animals may have precluded us from finding potential differences between our subject groups. It is our hope, however, that our study will stimulate further discussion on the subject and will encourage others to work to determine the optimal treatment for CO-poisoned patients.
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